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1 . Claims 1-18 are presented for examination. 

2. The drawings are objected to because Fig. 1 lacks suitable legends. Currently, it 
is only a bunch of numbered boxes. Also, applicant's description of Fig. 1 seems to be 
a list of conventional features found on mobile phones. Is there some reason Fig. 1 
should not be labeled "Prior Art"? Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claim 3 recites the limitation "The method according to claim 1 , wherein the step 
of initiating comprises" in lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 1 has no initiating step. Also, while claim 1 does have an initiating and 
executing step, there are 2 of them resulting in a confused antecedent basis, at best. 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

7. In claim 12, applicant discusses counting the number of executed iterations of 
the main sequence or subsequence and based on that count interrupting the main 
sequence. If the subsequence is executing, why is the main sequence being 
interrupted? Or, is applicant saying the subsequence is merely a called loop which, 
upon completing the appropriate number of Iterations of the loop, returns to the main 
sequence? At line 2 of claim 12, applicant claims "a counter arranged to count the 
number of executed iterations of at lease one". This appears to be a typographical 
error. 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 

States. 

9. Claims 1-2, 4-1 1,13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Okada et al. (2003/0098821 A2). 
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10. As suggested by the European Patent Office, the examiner would recommend 
that applicant read paragraphs [0086] through [0089], at a minimum, before responding. 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okada 
etal. (2003/0098821 A2). 

13. Okada taught the invention of claim 1 0 from which claim 12 depends. While it is 
unclear from applicant's claim language what applicant is claiming, the examiner takes 
Official Notice that Okada's system would inherently have the capacity to count/time 
iterations of a given activity such as a loop. This is such a basic programming tool. 
Also, interrupts are merely a change of program flow device that can be used as a 
system manufacturer's design requires. Application of basic tools like timers/counters, 
loops, and interrupts is merely a straightfonvard matter for one of ordinary skill. 

14. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okada et 
al. (2003/0098821 A2) in view of Mankovitz (WO 98/48566). 

15. Okada taught the invention of claim 1 from which claim 3 depends. Okada also 
taught interrupting and pausing of the main sequence to execute the subsequence 
followed by resuming execution of the main sequence when execution of the 
subsequence is ended. Okada did not teach setting a resume flag at a position of the 
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main sequence where its execution is interrupted; and when the execution of the sub 
sequence is ended resuming execution of the main sequence at said position. 

16. However, Mankovitz taught setting a resume flag at a position of the main 
sequence where its execution is interrupted; and when the execution of the sub 
sequence is ended resuming execution of the main sequence at said position (p. 7, line 
19 through p. 8. line 14 and p. 9, line 16-27). One of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to apply Mankovitz's specific teachings of how one interrupts and pauses the 
main sequence to execute the subsequence followed by resuming execution of the 
main sequence when execution of the subsequence is ended, because it represents a 
known method of handling the stated task which involves image and audio data and 
which Okada left to the skill of one of ordinary skill to implement. 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

18. Eguchi et al. (Patent No. 6,948,083). 

19. Tsukada et al. (Patent No. 6,898,444). 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to William M. 
Treat at telephone number (571 ) 272-41 75. 

21 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




W/LUAMiW. TREAT 
PH'flttRYEXAIWJWER 



